562	SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
I, 357, note 6. On the assassination of King Alexander in 1903, see
also D. A. Loncharevich, Jugoslavians Entstehww (Vienna, 1929), pp.
318-323; and, for the hesitation of the Great Powers as to whether they
should show their abhorrence of the crime by withdrawing their ministers
from Belgrade, B.D., V, 124-148.
I, 360, note 9. For the details on Austria's economic intimidation
of Serbia, see BD., V, 148-167; and Joseph N. Baernreither, Fragments of
a Political Diary, (edited and introduced by Joseph Redlich, London,
1930), chs. i-v, passim.
I, 367, note 20; 369, note 21. In connection with the negotiations
for the Anglo-Russian Agreement of 1907 the question of the Straits was
several times mentioned (BD., IV, 254-5, 272, 279-284, 286-7, 289-291,
293-6, 414). The apparent contradiction between the statements of Sir
Edward Grey and Izvolski on the one hand, and the contemporary evidence
cited in note 20 on the other, is explained by the fact that, though the
Straits were considerably discussed, they were not made the subject of
formal negotiations for inclusion in the Agreement of 1907. On March
15, 1907, Grey said to Benckendorff, the Russian Ambassador in London:
"I had felt all through these negotiations that good relations with
Russia meant that our old policy of closing the Straits against her, and
throwing our weight against her at any conference of the Powers, must be
abandoned. It was this old policy which, in my opinion, had been the root
of the difficulties between the two countries for two generations. And, for
us and Russia to settle our difficulties in Asia, and then to find ourselves
afterwards in opposition on some other important matter, would be to undo
the good which would be done by the present negotiations as to Asiatic
frontiers.
I felt, however, that it would be- difficult for us to put anything con-
cerning the Straits in the form of an engagement, and it would be necessary
for me to speak to the Prime Minister before I could say anything very
definite" (B.D., IV, 280),
Four days later, in writing to Sir Arthur Nicolson at St. Petersburg,
Grey pointed out some of the difficulties in acceding to Russian desires
about the Straits. But Izvolski appears to have overlooked the difficulties
and to have jumped eagerly at Grey's statement that the old policy of
closing the Straits against Russia would have to be abandoned. Nicolson
reported a few days later:
"M. Izvolski said that the conversation [reported from London] con-
stituted to his mind a great evolution in the relations of the two countries,
and that though the matter was one which would have to be most carefully
considered from all points of view, especially as ±o the method and moment
of advancing further in the question, still he was highly gratified with the
tone and tenor of your remarks. ... I have rarely seen M. Izvolski so
contented and satisfied" (BD., IV, 281-2).
And two days later, in a private letter to Grey, Nicolson repeated:
"M. Izvolski is beaming with pleasure over the report which Poklewsky
brought to him of your communication to Count Benckendorff in regard to
the Bosphorus and the Dardanelles. He quite grasped the sense of your

